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find disgiacc, who have spoken their consciences In matters
proposed to the House, but with all due respect and reverence
to your Majesty. Whereby we have been in the end subject to
go extreme contempt, as a gaoler durst so obstinately withstand
the decrees of our House 1; some of the higher clergy2 to*write
a book against us, even sitting the parliament; the inferior
clergy to inveigh against us in pulpits, yea to publish their
protestations, tending to the impeachment of our most ancient
and undoubted rights in treating of matters for the peace and
good order of the Church.

What cause we your poor Commons have to watch over our
privileges, is manifest in itself to all men. The prerogatives of
princes may easily, and do daily grow: the privileges of the
subject are for the most part at an everlasting stand. They
may be by good providence and care preserved, but being once
lost are not recovered but with much disquiet.

The rights and liberties of the Commons of England con-
sisteth chiefly in these three things : first, that the shires, cities
and boroughs of England, by representation to be present, have
free choice of such persons as they shall put in trust to
represent them: secondly, that the persons chosen, during the
time of the parliament, as also of their access and reces?, be free
from restraint, arrest and imprisonment: thirdly, that in par-
liament they may speak freely their consciences without check
and controlrnent, doing the same with due reverence to the
sovereign court of parliament, that is, to your Majesty and
both the Houses, who all in this case nmke but one politic
body, whereof your Highness is the head.

These three several branches of the ancient inheritance of uur
libeity were in three matters ensuing apparently injured; the
freedom of election, in the case of Sir Francis Goodwin; the
freedom of the persons elected, in Sir Thomas Shirley's imprison-
ment ; the freedom of our speech, as by divers other reproof*,
so also in some sort by the Bishop of Bristol's invective.

For the matter of Sir F. Goodwins, the knight chosen for
Buckinghamshire, we were and still are of a clear opinion, that
tlia freedom of election was In that action extremely injured;

1 In Sir T, Shirley's case (p. 320).            * The Bishop of Bristol

* Below, p. 325.
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